APPENDIX

Table B~-1—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR THE STATE, BY SIZE OF PLACE: 1960

[The term “allocation” means.that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulation because of the absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,
inconsistent with another entry, or was not readable by the mechanical equipment. See text for further explanation. Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where base is less than 100]

URBAN RURAL
’ THE URBANIZED AREAS OTHER URBAN
SUBJECT STATE PLACES OF | OTHER
TOTAL CENTRAL URBAN PLACES OF | PLACES OF TOTAL 11000 TO RURAL
CITIES FRINGE 101000 21500 TO 21500

OR MORE 101000

TOTAL PERSONSt NUMBERe o o o o o s ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 3 943 116 ({2 1BO 236 949 759 422 688 406 780 401 009 | 1 762 880 179 9211 582 959

PERSONS SUBSTITUTED:® . .
FOR OMISSIONS DUE TO NONINTERVIEW o o « » s s o o 0.4 [ 046 0.3 043 Ot Ol Ol Ol

FOR OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE ¢ o s o o Out Ol <233 e 0l [-I9} Oel Ol Ol
PERSONS WITH ONE OR MORE ALLOCATIONSs « ¢ s o o o « 2.9 342 3.8 246 3.2 2.7 245 2e5 244
RELATIONSHIP ALLOCATED: v o o « o ¢ s ¢ s ¢ ¢ ¢ a @ 045 Q0«5 0.6 05 045 [¢J}-7 0¢5 0e5 CeS
SEX ALLOCATED « » o & o o ¢ 4 s ¢ ¢ o o s o ¢ ¢ o o 0.4 0.4 045 03 Ol Oelt Ost Oel 04
COLOR ALLOCATED + o o ¢ o ¢ o o o o« ¢ s s ¢ ¢ o o o 043 Ol Ot 03 043 0¢3 043 0e2 0e3
BIRTHDATE ALLOCATED o ¢ ¢ o s o ¢ « o s s ¢ o s o o 145 1.8 244 1.4 le6 13 lel l1e2 1ol

DECADE UNKNOWN+ » o & o ¢ o o o o« 0 ¢ ¢ s ¢ o s o 1.0 13 149 140 140 Oe7 046 07 Ce6

DECADE KNOWNe o o ¢ o ¢ o s o o o s s s 5 5 & o o 0.5 0+5 0.5 Oet4 7 0eb 045 Qe5 0+5

PERSONS 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER1 NUMBERs « o o & 2 688 195 || L 506 379 669 004 278 950 283 597 274 828 1 181 816 123 712(1 058 104
MARITAL STATUS ALLOCATEDe ¢ o o o o s o s s 5 ¢ o o 0.9 1ol 13 07 1.2 0e8 07 0.8 0.7

1 THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATION+ WHICH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE: CONSISTS. OF CASES WHERE PERSONSt AND ALL THEIR CHARACTER-
ISTICSy WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONSe OMISSIONS DUE TO NONINTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NG PORPULATION DATA. OMISSIONS OUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDED IN THE
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEM.

Table B-2—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE AND COUNTIES:

1960

[The term “allocation” means that a characteristic was ass:gned a value durmg the tabulatlon because of the absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,
inconsistent with another entry, or was not readable by the ieal See text for further explanation. Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where base is less than 100]
PERSONS SUBSTITUTED! PERSONS WITH ALLOCATIONS PERSONS
‘ PERSONS 14 YEARS

TOTAL FOR FOR WITH 1 oLD AND

AREA PERSONS OMISSTONS OMISSIONS OR MORE RELATION= BIRTH OVER

(NUMBER ) DUE TO NON~- DUE TO ALLO~ SHIP SEX COLOR DATE —
INTERVIEWS | MECHANICAL| CATIONS MARITAL
FAILURE STATUS
URBAN PLACES OF 101000 OR MORE
ALBANY o o o s o s o 8 5 g o s o o s o @ 55 890 03 [T} 147 04 0.3 0.2 0.8 0ol
AMERICUS « o » ¢ o ¢ & o o s o ¢ s o o & 13 472 0.6 e 343 0.7 0.6 045 1.2 049
ATHENS » o o o o o + o o 4 o s o & Y 31 355 0.4 Qel Sel 0.5 0.6 Q45 247 245
ATLANTAS o s-5 a o & o 0 ¢ ¢ & o & Y 487 455 0.6 0ol 4.8 0.7 0.7 045 3e2 147
AUGUSTA® o o o o o o ¢ o 4 s o ¢ 4 o s @ 70 626 141 0¢2 3.2 046 Ol 043 1.8 049
BAINBRIDGE R R T T S S PR, .. 12 714 02 e 540 0.5 0.5 see 4.0 0.9
BRUNSWICKe o L 21 703 043 0el 3.8 046 045 042 241 1ot
CARROLLTON » L 10 973 0.2 e 3.0 0.5 0.7 045 1.2 0.9
COLLEGE PARK o w o » 5 o ¢4 ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o & 23 469 [ e 247 045 0.3 0e2 1.7 047
COLUMBUS « o o o s » 8 & 4 o o s o & o o 116 779 Ot 0el 247 Ot 0.3 042 Lot 1.3
CORDELEs o o » o o ¢ LI T 10 609 0e5 X 242 Q4 0.3 05 049 0:6
DALTON + o » o o o v ¢ s 4 0 o o o 17 868 Ol ee 146 0.5 0.2 0.l 0.8 0e3
DECATURS o o o s o o o o ¢ o o ¢ & 22 026 042 Ol 149 0.3 0.2 0.2 140 046
DUBLIN o o o = o o 3 P ae s e, 13 814 042 0+l 647 0.7 046 O0+6 4.0 . 246
EAST POINT o o o o ¢ o o ¢ o 4 o 4 35 633 045 ™ 2.2 047 043 02 1el 0.5
FOREST PARKs o o o o e e e, 14 201 0.4 0ed 2.0 03 0.3 0.2 1.2 03
GAINESVILLEs o o o o DR 16 523 0.5 0.5 249 0.6 0.7 0.3 143 0eb
GRIFFING & o o o ¢ 5 o o o ¢ o o o 21 735 0.5 e 4ok 0.4 0.3 043 2.2 247
HAPEVILLE: o o s & o DR R 10 082 0+2 Y 5.8 0.8 046 lal 3.2 1e9
LA GRANGEs « o o o o ¢ o ¢ 0 o s & 23 632 0.2 ‘s 2.8 046 045 0ol 0.9 0.9
MACONS o « o o o o ¢ & o 2 s o s & o o o 69 764 Oelh e 2.8 045 Y 043 5 1el
MARIETTA o o o o s o ¢ o o s ¢ ¢ 4 o o o 25 565 045 0t . 149 Ol 044 0.1 i.o 05
MIDWAY=HARDWICK (U)o » o o o o o & o o & 16 909 Qel|’ XX He8 0.8 0.4 0.8 249 1.5
MILLEDGEVILLEs o o o o+ o [ 11 117 043 Ol 4l 0.3 03 0.7 243 1e5
MOULTRIE o o o o o 5 s.0 o ¢ 06 0 o o ¢ & 15 764 Osl "ee 13 0.3 0.2 0l 0.7 045
NEWNAN o o o o s o o ¢ 8 4 ¢ 0 o 4 o & s 12 169 0.3 o 347 0.5 0.2 042 2.5 lelt
NORTH ATLANTAG & o s ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ 4 o o 0 12 661 Ot 347 0.4 0.3 0.2 247 1e2
ROME o o o o & s ¢ 6 ¢ 5 cio 0 o s & o & 32 226| Ol e 1.6 0.4 0,2 0,2 0.8 0ol
SAVANNAH o o o o o 5 ¢ 2 4 ¢ 2 ¢ 4 ¢ o & 149 245 0.5 0.2 34l 0.6 045] | 03 1.7 0e7
SMYRNA o o o o ¢ o o 0t 2 4 o o o o o 0 @ 10 157 0.2 e 1e3 0e¢3 0.2 0,3 0.5 03
THOMASVILLEs « v o o o o 4 s o ¢ 4 o o & 18 246 0.3 0¢2 449 0.7 046 [ 243 245
VALDOSTA & o ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ o 4 ¢ ¢ 5 o ¢ s » 30 652 0e2 Qe 245 0.4 0.3 Ol 1.3 Ce6
WARNER ROBINSe o o o o0 o 4 o o ¢ o o & 18 633 | Oulhf - en 148 © 0.5 0.3 043 0.7 Ol
WAYCROSS o o o o o o ¢+ o 4 4 o ¢ o o 0« 20 944 0stt e 243 045 0ot 043 1e1 0.8
COUNTIES

APPLINGs o o o o & & 6 ¢ o s 8 o ¢ ¢ o 13 246 045 0v1 643 045 0.5 Ol .0 448
ATKINSON ‘s L T 6 188 0.4 e 248 0.7 0.5 0.3 3.3 C0e6
BACONs o o o o o o # 8 o o 0 s o ¢ o s o 8 359 0.2 o 049 0.3 ree 0.1 0.4 0ol
BAKERe o o o o o o o ¢ s o s ¢ ¢ 4 2 o & 4 543 0.3 e Sl 0.8 0.4 0.7 3.0 049

1
THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATION: WHICH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE. CONSISTS OF CA
- SES WHERE PERSONS+ AND ALL THEIR CHARACTER-
ISTICS: WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONS. OMISSIONS OUE TO NONINTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE

ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO PORPULATION DATA. OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTE|
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEMs D OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORUED IN THE
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Table B- .—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE AND COUNTIES:
1960—Con.

[The term “a cation” means that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulation because of the absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,
inconsistent v h another entry, or was not readable by the mechanical equipment. See text for further explanation, Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where base is less than 100}

PERSONS SUBSTITUTED! PERSONS WITH ALLOCATIONS PERSONS

PERSONS 14 YEARS

. TOTAL FOR FOR WITH 1 oLD AND

AREA PERSONS OMISSIONS OMISSIONS OR MORE RELATION=- BIRTH OVER
( NUMBER) DUE TO NON=~ OUE TO ALLO=~ SHIP SEX COLOR DATE —
INTERVIEWS | MECHANICAL| CATIONS MARITAL
FAILURE STATUS
JUNTIES=~CON«

BALDWIN. 0 8 0 0 e q 0 0 “ e 34 064 0.2 ves He2 0.5 XY} 0.7 243 leld
BANKSs » o LT T S Y v e 6 497 0.7 0.2 2.9 0.7 05 Qe 0,9 08
BARROW « « P S R T T ) 14 485 0.7 e 345 0.8 0.7 0.6 1e5 [TX)
BARTOW + I S T S Y o e 28 267 0,5 0.2 240 046 [+7%-1 Oul 0.9 Odl4
BEN HILL » PR T “ e 13 633 0.3 [ XBY 2.7 0.7 Oolh 0.2 0.9 1el4
BERRIEN. » L I R R R Y ‘e 12 038 Ol 0.2 445 1.2 1.0 0e5 1% 0+5
BIBB « « » L T R . e 141 249 043 (XX} 245 045 Otk 03 le2 09
BLECKLEY I R “ . 9 é42 Ol 0l 447 1.0 1.1 05 2.1 0.9
BRANTLEY o o s &t v 4 4 8 0 e 5 891 0.2 e 1.6 046 03 0.l 0.5 03
BROOKS o » & ¢ o s s ¢ ¢ o & e 15 292 0.2 e 1.8 0.4 06 0.2 047 Outt
BRYANs o o .. 6 226 0.3 0.1 0.8 {1} 042 e 042 Oel
BULLOCH. ) 24 263 0.2 0.2 1+9 Ol Ol Odlh 0.7 03
BURKEe « o .. 20 596 Ot 0.l 243 0.5 0.5 Ol 1al 047
BUTTSs » « . 8 976 0.3 Oulh 642 © 045 049 Oul 2.2 4e?
CALHOUN. o . s 7 341 03 “en Lot 0.3 0.2 Cel 0.6 043
CAMDEN + .. 9 975 O¢b 0el 247 0.5 0.5 Ol 1.5 07
CANDLER. « .. 6 672 0.3 ves 241 0.5 0.5 Ol 048 Ol
CARROLLe o .. 36 451 Q¢4 e 3.6 046 0.8 1Y} 1.4 0.8
CATO0SA. & .. 21 101 0.6 XX 242 0.6 Osl4 Q0«5 0.8 O«tt
CHARLTON .. 5 313 0.2 . XX} 47 1.0 0.5 0.3 3.0 049
CHATHAM. RN ) 188 299 0.5 0.1 3.0 046 045 03 1e6 0.7
CHATTAHOOCH o o o v o ¢ o o o e v e 13 o1 Oul o 345 0.2 0.2 Q8 leb 1.9
CHATTOOGA D R R Y PR ) 19 954 Oe4 Oel 1.9 Ol 043 0e3 0.8 0«5
CHEROKEE I “« e 23 001 0+2 oy 342 0.6 0.3 0.2 2.0 07
CLARKE « D s e 45 363 0.3 Xy 44 0.5 046 Ol 2.2 2¢4
CLAY o o & e 8 4 e 8 e 4 u s e e 4 551 0.2 see 246 0.5 Ot Qelt 1.2 047
CLAYTON. o DRI S R R PR 46 365 0.3 Xy 2.0 Ot 0e3 0.2 1.0 0.5
CLINCH « R A R} “ e & 545 0¢3 Xy 14 0.2 Ol Qel 0.6 03
COBB + « o LI S T S “« e 114 174 0«5 e 149 Otk 043 0e3 0.7 0«5
COFFEE « o L R O A PR 21 953 047 0.3 247 0.9 0e5 03 1.0 06
COLQUITT & LI A I A Y 34 048 Osl car 1.7 043 0e2 0+2 0.8( 0+6
COLUMBIA . D N R 13 423 045 “er 34 0.5 2] 0.8 1¢2 0s9
COOK » o » L R S ) 11 822 045 O.l 1.8 0.5 042 Osl 0.9 03
COWETA « I I I L L B ) 28 893 Oett Xy 4.2 0.7 Qs 0e2 244 17
CRAWFORD . L R I R R 5 816 see 043 2.0 0.6 0.2 0.2 1.0 Ok
CRISPs » L R T ) 17 768 0.4 “es 2.0 Oul Ol 0.8 0.8 0.5
DADE + + o L I R 8 666 0e6 ser 1el 0.3 042 043 0.5 0s2
DAWSON + o N ] 3 590 10 043 0.9 Ol Ol Ol Qa4 ave
OECATUR. L N B R I I 25 203 0.4 Xy o4 0.6 06 043 248 © 10
DE KALB+ o T 256 782 0.2 XX 2.8 0.5 043 0.4 146 07
DODGEe« » o D I O I R R ) 16 483 045 Ol 4a5 0.5 0.5 0.2 2.4 244
DOOLYs « » LI A T I 11 474 Ol Osl 2.2 Ol 043 Ouk 1e3 0.5
DOUGHERTY, D R T I ) 75 680 0.4 Oel 1.8 Ot 0e3 043 0.8 Ot
DOUGLAS. L R A ) 16 741 0.8 vee 241 © 045 0.2 042 1ed 0+5
EARLY» « o P e s @ ¢ s 4 s s e e e 13 151 0.6 Oel 34 0.6 047 Ol 148 0+8
ECHOLS « o D N ) 1 876 soe Xy 046 0.l 0.2 [XE) 043 Q2
EFF INGHAM. L T T TS 10 144 0.7 Oul 240 Ol 0.2 Qa2 ‘ L1e2 [*1}]
ELBERT + P8 4 e et e 4 s s s g e 17 835 0.2 0.2 347 0,3 Qb Oul . 19 2.1
EMANUEL . o D Y 17 815 [ Ce7 249 0.6 1.0 I3} 1e2 0.8
EVANS« » o LI I Y 6 952 0.3 Qelt 2.1 Ol 02 0e3 1l Q3
FANNIN o & D L T TR 13 620 0.3 en 242 O« 0¢3 Oe2 0.7 1el
FAYETTE. I R A ) 8 199 Ol “er 241 Ol 0.2 0.4 0.9 047
FLOYD: + o L I I T R 69 130 0.3 Qel L) Q.4 0.2 Oel 046 0+3
FORSYTHs o o ¢ 4 5 o ¢ 4 0 ¢ 6 4 o o » 12 170 0.1 Xy 045 0.2 vee Oel 0.2 es
FRANKLIN » © o ¢ 4 & 20 5 5 ¢ o 4 o s @ 13 274 0.2 0e2 Lot Ot 043 0.2 0.6 0.2
FULTON & o « o ¢ o o 5 ¢ 4 6 6 8 ¢ o0 s 556 326 0.6 Oel 445 0e7 0.6 0.5( 2.8 1.5
GILMER s o « s o &« & ¢ 5 5 46 ¢ 6 ¢ s o o 8 922 0.5 XY 2.0 0¢3 0s2 042 0.8 0.9
GLASCOCK o « o 4 & & 56 4 6 ¢ 0 ¢ o s &« 2 672 0.l 0el 3.9 1.0 ‘e 045 13 2.1
GLYNNe o o « 5 s o o o o 4 o 0 8 4 o s s 41 954 042 Oel 3.4 0.6 0.4 0.2 1.8 L)
GORDON « & « 5 o o ¢ 5 o ¢ o ¢ 5 4 o & o 19 228 Ol Oel 246 0.7 0.3 0e2 143 (L)
GRADYs. o o « » 5 o4 o % 5 4 s 8 o o & s @ 18 015 0.3 ves 14 045 02 Qul 0.5 0+3
GREENE « & « + « ¢ ¢ 2.6 ¢ o 0 ¢ 42 s » 11 193 045 1e3 2.9 0.7 Ot 045 lel [21-]
GRNINNETT o « 5 o o o o o ¢ 0 ¢ 8 o .6 o o 43 541 0.4 Ol 16 0.4 031 . 0.3 0«7 0«3
HABERSHAMe « v o s o o o o v o 5 4 o & @ 18 116 0.2 X 241 046 045 0.4 0e6 0e5
CHALL 4 ¢« « 1 ¢ o ¢ 5 & ¢ 0 0 v 4 0 s 49 739 0.6 043 244 046 Ot 03 le2 Oeld
HANCOCKs o« « » o o o o o 4 o o o 2 s o » 9 979 0.1 e 147 Ot 0.2 0.1 0.9 06
HARALSON o « 1 o o ¢ ¢ o 2 o 2 0 ¢ o & « 14 543 Q.5 tes 3.0 0.8 0¢5 Ou4 12 07
HARRIS o o « 1 ¢ o » o o g 2 o 3 4 o s o 11 167 046 res 1.7 Ce3 0.3 Ok 0e7 Qeth
HART 5 ¢ o « » o 6 v 5.8 a o 0 8 s o s o 15 229 03 vee 1.3 0.3 . 0.l Ol 0.7 Ot
HEARD2 o o« » o o ¢ o o o s o 8 4 o o » 5 333 0.2 042 16 046 0.6 see 045 Oal
HENRYs o o « 1 ¢ o o o o o o 0670 5 ¢ o o 17 619 043 0.2 1.8 0.5 0.2 043 0.8 0+2
HOUSTONe o « 1 o o o % o 4 6 6 06 ¢ o o o 39 154 0.3 tee 241 05 Q4 [e 23] 049 11}
IRWINs s o « 1) o ¢ ¢ 0 o 4 o 8 9 90 o o 9 211 0.5 ree 24 0.6 0.7 042 iel Ol
JACKSONS o & 1 ¢ o & o o 5 0 06 6 ¢ o o » 18 499 0.l s 147 Oult 04 0ol Q.71 0e3
JASPER s o a4 1 o 4 o ¢ 2 g 8 ¢ 0 o o o s 6 135 04 Oel 1.8 0.8 0.5 ver [ 1}-] Ot
JEFF DAVIS o 1+ o 4 ¢ o o 4 s o 2 4 s 0 o 8 914 0.2 ver 2.4 Qo 0.3 045 1.l 045
JEFFERSONs o © o o o o o o 5 & % o o o o 17 468 0e2 ee 3.2 0.4 0.4 04l 144 240
JENKINSe o o © s « 5 o o o o 8 8 « o o &« 9 148 0.4 e 2.2 Ol 0.5 0s2 049 0+5
JOMNSONs 4 o o o o o o o 6 0 0 4 o s @ 8 048 0.5 cer 245 0.7 0.7 Osl 1al 0:6
JONESs o o s « o o 2 o o o s o o s o o » 8 468 047 es 2.5 045 046 Oulf 140 046
LAMARS o o o 2 4 o o o 0 s o o 4 o s o 10 240 0.3 ves 1.9 Oott 04 043 0.8 Ol
LANTER o o o ¢ 4 o o o o o o o 2 o o o 5 097 0.7 ‘es 3.5 0¢3 0.8 Ot 1.9 13
LAURENS. + o L N ) 32 313 0.3 “ue 4oth 046 0.:5 0e3 24 Le9
LEEs » s a & o o o o ¢ ¢ s o 6 2 o o o 6 204 045 0.5 2.7 el 0.4 0.2 0.7 048
LIBERTYs o+ & LI R T Y 14 487 042 042 Lol Ooth 04 0.l 0.4 046

1 THIS TY . OF ALLOCATION: WHICH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE: CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONS' ANOD ALL THEIR CHARACTER-
ISTICS: WERE UBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OMITTED PERSONS. OMISSIONS DUE TO NONINYERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HOUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
ENUMERATOR O °'AINED NO POPULATION DATA. OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONSISTED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDED IN THE
ELECTRONIC P ICESSING SYSTEMs ‘
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Georgia

Table B-2—PERCENT OF ALLOCATION FOR NONRESPONSE, FOR URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE AND COUNTIES:
. 1960—Con,
[The term “allocation” means that a characteristic was assigned a value during the tabulahon because of the absence of an entry on the schedule, or because the entry was poorly marked,

inconsistent with another entry, or was not readable by the h | equipment. See text for further explanation. Percent not shown where less than 0.1 or where base is less than 100]
PERSONS SUBSTITUTED* PERSONS WITH ALLOCATIONS PERSONS
- PERSONS 14 YEARS

TOTAL FOR FOR WITH ) OLD AND

AREA PERSONS OMISSIONS OMISSIONS OR MORE RELATION=- BIRTH OVER
{NUMBER) DUE TO NON= DUE TO . ALLO- SHIP SEX COLOR DATE —
: INTERVIEWS MECHANICAL CATIONS MARITAL
FAILURE STATUS
COUNTIES==CON«

LINCOLNe o o o o o o . DR I 5 906 0.7 ver 3el 0.9 lel Ol Q.7 046
LONG » s ¢ o« # 5 « » . s e e 4 e s 3 874 Qe2 ver 244 0.7 Qb Ol 1.1 0.9
LOWNDES: ¢ o s o« o « . LI I I Y Hg 270 043 XX 2.4 0.4 Oelt 0.4 1.1 06
LUMPKING o o o o o & . L R Y 7 241 0.6 ven 1.l 113 Oel see 0.6 043
MC DUFFIEs o o o o @ . L O N Y 12 627 0.5 e 1le2 0.2 Qe2 Oel Q7 0«3
MC INTOSHs o o o & @ . L R Y 6 364 0s2 Gl 0.7 043 Oal veu 0.4 0.4
MACONe s o o o o & o ’ R Y 13 170 0.2 0.2 13 03 Oe2 Ol 045 03
MADISONs o o o o o . “ e e 11 246 0.1 042 1.7 05 Oedd Ost4 046 0s2
MARION ¢« o o o o o o . L ISR .5 477 Qa1 o 245 0.8 0.8 0e2 046 0.4
MERIWETHER ‘o o o o . L R ] 19 756 046 o 4l Q46 0.5 0.3 1.5 243
MILLER o o o “ . LI Y 6 908 0+3 "es 17 [sFL 0.2 e led Ce2
MITCHELL o v e L R S 19 652 Q.4 vee 242 045 046 043 0.8 045
MONROE. + o o e « s s e 10 4395 045 0.2 2.4 0.3 0e2 0.2 Ll 048
MONTGOMERY . L ) 6 284 0e3 ver 1e2 042 0.3 0.1 0.4 Oslh
MORGAN « o 0. L 1C¢ 280 0.4 [T} 247 Ol 0l Ceb 1.0 0.9
MURRAY « & s s v e v ow e 10 447 0.2 “er 146 046 03 Ce3 Ol 042
MUSCOGEE o PR L Y 158 623 043 Ol 2.5 043 [ 0.3 Lot 1e2
NEWTON + o o e e s oA 20 999 0,1 “ee led 043 0.3 oy 0.7 042
OCONEE » o » v [P 6 304 047 vee 249 0.8 Ot 045 Lot 0.6
QGLETHORPE » 00 DR PR R 7 926 0.7 0.2 342 0.8 0.7 0.2 Le3 140
PAULDING « » o D PRI 13 104 0.3 2.4 0.6 05 0.5 0.8 043
PEACHs ¢ o o » v PRI 13 846 03 245 0.3 0.7 Oeth Lel Oe4
PICKENS:s o o » ..o e : 8 903 Ot 2.0 0.6 043 0.2 0.8 0e3
PIERCE o« o & « ... e 9 678 0.1 2.1 06 Q.4 0.5 0.7 0«2
PIKE « s o o o D « e 7 138 0.3 33 [+13-] 0.7 [P ) 1.4 08
POLK & « o o » e R 28 015 043 LB Ooth Ol 0.2 0.8 0e3
PULASKI . .. Y 8 204 0.2 240 Oett 0.5 Oe4 0«7 Ce6
PUTNAM + o . . e .. 7 798 043 242 Ot 03 Oel 1.5 [T
QUITMAN: o o o s s . « v s 0 2 432 0.2 243 05 03 [ery3 1e2 Ce8
RABUN. « . e e e 7 456 0,8 2.8 03 0.5 12 0.8 Osb
RANDOLPH o " e, . 11 078 0.3 ‘on 146 0.3 042 043 0.7 045
RICHMOND « L Y . 135 601 0.8 Oel 343 046 [y 0.3 1.7 el
ROCKDALE e e ey, . 10 572 0.3 s 2.0 0.7 Ol 0sl 0.7 Qe3
SCHLEY « » L T A . 3 256 0.2 e 2.0 05 045 [Ip} 1.0 Celh
SCREVEN. « e ey, . 14 919 Ol 0.l 0.9 Q2 Qel 0.l 0¢3 0.2
SEMINOLE e 0w, . 6 802 0.2 e 1.0 0e2 Oal 0.l 0.5 Q3
SPALDING « LI R I T I . 35 4od4 0.5 0.l 447 0.5 e %} 043 2.5 245
STEPHENS » e, . 18 391 0.2 XX 0.9 Ot . Qe2 .l 0s2 0.2
STEWARTs o I . 7 371 0ot s 1+4 043 ' 043 vee 0.6 . 046
SUMTER « L R Y . 24 652 0.6 e 249 07 0.6 043 1.1 [e7%:]
TALBOT « « o PR 7 127 Ost ver 4,6 1ot 1.0 Ol 1.7 1.5
TALIAFERRO T B R Ty 3 370 0.2 e 33 0.8 1.1 0.2 1.0 140
TATTNALL o L T T T T A 15 837 0.t 0.2 2.0 0.5 0.3 0.2 1.0 Ol
TAYLOR o o o D R T TS ST I -8 311 0«5 0.2 445 0.6 0.4 0.4 1.5 30
TELFAIRs o o L R N ) 11 715 1.1 1en 648 1s2 1.0 046 3.9 10
TERRELLs « L I 12 742 045 vee 246 046 0.7 Ce2 1.0 05
THOMAS « o o D S 34 319 03 Osl 4.0 046 0.5 0.3 1.9 240
TIFT o » o o D 23 487 0.5 vee 646 046 045 043 3.7 347
TOOMBS + o o T I T I R ) 16 837 06 Ol 446 1.2 0.9 Q7 1.9 0s6
TOWNSe ¢ » o L 4 538 o9 2L 2.0 0.5 043 0e7 0.6 Ol
TREUTLEN » o o o s o « o ¢ o ¢ 0 4 o v » 5 874 043 lel 0.2 De3 Oel Ol 0.l
TROUPe » & o 0 o o 0 o o 4 0 6 & o o & » 47 189 0«3 34l 0.7 Qe 0¢5 1¢3 08
TURNER « o & ¢ o o ¢ o o 4 o o & ¢ ¢ # @ 8 439 Oult| 3.8 0.9 05 043 1.8 el
TWIGES o o o o o o o o2 0. g v o ¢ 4 » o o 7 935 1.0 4.2 0.8 O.4 0e3 2.4 0.8
UNION® o o o o o o o o o 4 0 o 2 o o 8 o 6 510 0.l 247 046 Oel Osl 1.8 04
UPSONe o o o o o o o 0 o 4 o ¢ 4 4 o« ¢ & 23 BOO 046 346 Ceb [«FY ] [ 2.2 045
WALKER « a0 ¢ o o 0 0 o 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 » s 45 264 (1Y 2.0 - Oelb 0.3 0e2 1.2 [T
WALTON L L A S 20 481 0.7 246 " 046 07 0.3 140 Oelh
WARE o o o o o o & L Y 34 219 0.4 243 1Y 3 Otk 0e3 la2 06
WARREN o s o o o & o o o 4 5 o 0 5 o s » 7 360 045 2.9 Qutt 0.2 0.2 Lleth 143
WASHINGTON « s o o o & & ) .. 18 903 Q¢3 1.5 Ot O.l Qul 0.6 0.5
WAYNEe o o o o o o o o o ) .. 17 923 (1Y) 245 0.8 045 0e3 1.0 Oelt
WEBSTERs o » 0 s s o o0 . .. 3 247 04} 0.9 Q42 03 ‘e Oelt Oel
WHEELERs & o o o 4 o o o ) e 5 342 O.i 2.9 1.2 0.7 O3 0.8 . Ol
WHITE: o o s ¢ o ¢ 2 o o ) .. 6 935 042 16 0.3 043 042 06 Qe2
WHITFIELDs o & « 4 o o e . 42 109 0.2 13 .4 0s2 Ol Q.6 043
WILCOX o » o 9 = o ¢ o & .. .« T Q05 Ol 2.8 0.6 045 con le6 Oeb
WILKES o ¢ o o ¢ o o« o o .+ . .. 10 961 045 245 0.7 045 Qe3 10 Qe3
WILKINSONe o s ¢ o s o o .o ) 9 250 0.3 He3 0e6 0.9 Qe2 2.6 0+7
WORTHe o o o ¢ o ¢ & o & ) D 16 682 045 145 0.2 0.3 Q3 0.6 O

1 THIS TYPE OF ALLOCATION» WHICH 1§

[STICSy WERE SUBSTITUTED FOR AN ESTIMATED NUMBER OF

ENUMERATOR OBTAINED NO POPULATION DATA.
ELECTRONIC PROCESSING SYSTEMe

NOT INCLUDED IN THE OTHER PERCENTAGES IN THIS TABLE: CONSISTS OF CASES WHERE PERSONSt AND ALL THEIR CHARACTER-
OMISSIONS DUE TO NONINTERVIEW CONSISTED OF PERSONS IN HUGUSEHOLDS FOR WHICH THE
OMISSIONS DUE TO MECHANICAL FAILURE CONS]STED OF FULL SCHEDULE PAGES WHICH WERE NOT PROPERLY RECORDED IN THE

OMITTED PERSONS.
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